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Highlights 



I 

- : Overall, the numbers of pupils and staff in sc.hool systems in the 20 largest cities have been declin- 
ir^. Membership has declined every year since 1976. and the number of schools and teachers since 1978. 
' I Total public school membership aniong the 20 largest cities was nearly 3.9 million in fall 1980. The 
i^embership 'decreased by approximately 123,000, or 3.1 percent, since fall 1979. 

I ^ From fall 1976 to fall 1980, overall pupil membership in the public school systems in the 20 largest 
dties decreased by 589,000 representing a decline of 13.2 percent. 

; ■ Public school, staff members in the 20 largest cities declined 'about 14,300. or 3.7 percent in fall 
1980 compared, with fall 1979. . • >• 

A total of 186,154 full-time equivalency classroom teachers served public school systems in the 20 
largest cities in fall 1980. This was a decrease of about 8,600 (4.4 percent) teachers from fall 1979. 
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"The purpose of the Center shall be to collect and 
disseminate statistics and ' other data related to 
edupation in the United States and In other nations. 
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Foreword 



The National Center for Education Statistics, in cooperation with State education agencies, has col- 
lected statistical data on public elementary and secondary school systems in the twenty largest U.S. 
cities by population size. These statistics have been collected for the last 27 years. These data were 
formerly a part of the publication Statistics of Public Elementary and Secondary School Systems. 

The information published herein and tabulated in oth^ forms is'extensively used as a reference 
source by government agencies, [wofessional and lay organizettions ^d industry groups for plamiing, 
legislative development, and market research. In addition, the dafca are used by the press and other com- 
municati(Jn media to inform the public on the current status of public education in the 20 largest cities in 
the United States. 

Norman D. Beller, Assistant Administrator 
Division of Elementary and Secondary 
Education Statistics 

A. Stafford Metz, Chief 
Institutional Surveys Branch 

November 1982 




How to Obtain More Information 

formation about the Center's statistical program and a catalog of NCESpub^^ 
tained from the Stetisticaljnformation Office, National Center for Education Statistics. 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW., (Mail stop 1001), Washington. D.C. 20202, telephone (301) 436-7900. 
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Introduction 



This report provides basic statistics on public elementary fj^i seconc^ary education in the 20 largest 
U.S, cities, by population size. It contains statistical data on tlie 1980*8 1 school year,, including numbers 
of pupils, staff, and schools in the 20 cities. National trend data since fall 1976 on selected items of info^ ^ 
mation are also included for the twenty largest cities, by pNDpiilation size* according to the 1970 Decennial 
Census:^ ' * ' . , 

1970 \ ' * 1970 

Rank Qty ' Pppulation 

V 

* 1 New York, NY * . 7,895,563' ' • 

2 Chicago, IL " 3,^69,357 

3 Lbs Angeles, CA .• 2,811,801 

4 - Philadelphiii, PA 1,949,996 

5 DetTMt, MI ;^514,063 

6 Houston, TX ^ - 1,238,536' 

7 Baltimore, MD 905,787 

8 Dallas, TX 844,401 
V 0 • Washington, DC 766,668 '° • ' . 

id ' Cleveland, OH ^ 760,879 

11 . • Indianapolis, IN . - 736,856 

12 ^ . Mawftukee,WI ' . 71-7,372 

13 Sa9 Francisco, CA ' ■ ^ " 715,674 

14 ' . San Diego, CA *^ ^ 697,471. 
- " ' 15 ^ San Antonio, TX , 664,163 / , 

16 Boston, MA 641,071 

-.17 ' ; Memphis,' TN* ' 623,988 ' 

18 - ^ . ^, St. Louis, \l0 ' 622,236 

19 " NewOrleans,«LA " 593,471 

20 ■ , Phoenix, AZ ' ' 584,303 

' 1^ — ^ '-^ : — 

Descriptions of -survey procedures and other methodology appear in the appendix. 
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'Tb« 1970 D«c«mUl CtntuMrat UMd b«ctt}se tht 1980 centut data ware not available at the time data were collected for (Ijis 
report Aocordiof to the 1980 Decennial Cenaua, New Orleans and St. Louia are no longer among the 20 largest cities. Columbus, 
Ohio, and Sao Joe^ California, have been added to the list for the 1930's. ^ . . 



'\ 

Pupils 

u u"*. "^"^ enroUed in the 20 largefst cities' pubHc school systems in faU 1980 

i n , n?A T enrollment-figure represents 9.4 percent of the Nation's total public school membw-ship for 
fan 1980. It also represents a deaease of approximately 123,000 pupUs (3 percent) since faU 1979. 

• A 1 "^^^^^ ^ elementary and secondary public school membership by instructional Itevel for the 

• 20 largest cities.and for the Nation, and the proportion represented by the 20 cities for faU 1980. 

Table A. Public school ^embersMp for the Nation; for the 20 largest U.S. oitiis and,percent represented 
. by, the 20 largest cities, by instructional level: Fall 1980 

>> 20 largest * 20 largest cities 

T- , National dties < percent K)f total 

' _^ Instructional level . totals • totals sSool pgulation ' . 

'Total '. . ■ 4p,987,^00 3,871,000 ' 9;4 , 

- '. Elementary > 27,674,000- 2,636,000 • ' 9.5 ' 

Preidndergarten 96,000 ♦ 24,000 , 25.0 

Kindergarten 2,593,000 . 254,000 9,8 

* Grades 1-8 24,063,000 2,017,000 V 8.4 

Elementary unclassified. . 921,000 341,000 37.O 

Secondary..... .13,313,000 1,234,000 9.3 

Qrades9-12 . 42,875,000 • 1,168,000 9.I 

Secondary unclassified'. . . 438,000 67,000 15.3 

Not*: Deua may not add to totals because of rounding. j 

> ' ■ 1 ■ 

The number of pupils <iecreased from faU 1979 to fall 1980 in 1» of the 20 cities. The decreases ranged 
from less than 0.05 percent in DaUas to about 1 1 percent in Cleveland. Only two ciCies reported increases 
m membership - HoustonJO.l percent) and San Francisco (5.9 percent) (table 2). QaUas, Houston - 
Philadelphia, and San Francisco showed increases in the lower grades, PK-8. 

. The membership data cited. in this report represent the total number o/.pupils enroUed as of 
October 1, 1980, and do not reflect cumulative changes occurring during tlife entire school year. , ^' 

Staff - 

• In faU 1980, about 377,000 fuU-time equivalent (FTE) eipployees served publib school systems in 
the 20 largest cities in the United States, This number represents 9 percenttof.the Nation's total oublic 
school staff (table 4). . ' , . 

Public elementary and secondary school staff were grouped into four categories - official ad- 
ministrative, professional educational, professional other, and nonprofessional. Figure 1 shows the 
percentage of staff within each category in the 20 cities. 

/ ' Total FTE staff in the 20 cities decreased about 14,000 members, nearly 4 percent from fall 1979 to * 
faU 1980. The largest relative decrease occurred in nonprofessional staff (about 6 percent) 'The oiily 
Category of staff that showed an increase'was "professional other," which increased about 2 percent. 
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. Figure ,1. Percent distribution of FTE^taff, by category in tlie 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1980 , 



Official 
' administrative 
3.6% 



Professional 



other 




Note: Detail does not add to IDO.O percent because of rpunding. ■ - . i 

Classroom .Teachers , 

About 186,000 FTE ctessrbom teachers ^ere employed in public schools of the 20 cities in fall 1980, 
This is a de<iease of nearly 8,600 teachers (4 percent) from the number reported in fall 1979. The4argest 
decreases were reported by Los Angeles (13 percent); Washington, D,C.''(12 pecoent); and NeWprlwins, 
San Diego, and San Francisco (each 11 percent). Six cities (Boston, Dallas,* Detroit, Indianapolis, NIem- 
phis, and St. Louis) reported slight increases m the nuniber of teachers, ranging from 0,3^ to 1,1 percent 
(table 5). Table B shows- the ^rcent change Ifor teachers, other staff, and pupils from fall 1979 to fall * 
1980. ^ . . ' ^ * • 

A comparison of annual teacher and pupil pprcent changes from fall 1975 to fall 1980 shows that in 
,fall 1977 students sjjowed a greater decrease than teachers, and in fall 1978.stildent8 decreased, but 
teachers showed a* sHght increase. Then,, in fall 1979' and 19^0, the greatest decline occurred toong 
teachers. Figure 2 depicts the percent changes for teachers and for pupils at the begini^g of each school 
term in the 20 cities during^tbe 1976-1980 period. 

Pupil/Teacher Ratio 

^ The pupil/teacher ratio^ for the 20 largest U.S. cities was 20.8 in fall 1980 (table 1). This ratio 
represents an approximate increase of one percent over the fall 1979 pupil/teacher ratio (20.5). 



3^he pupil/ teacher ratio is the ratio of average daily attendance and the number of teachers {full-time equivalent). It should not be 
equated with class size because many teachers are i\pt permanently assigoed to a classroom. 



In fall 1980, pupil/teacher ratios for the 20 cities ranged from 13.1 in Boston to 26.6 in Los Angeles 
(table 5).' Figure 3 shows pupil/teacher ratios ranked from tfhe lowest to the highest for fall 1980. 



Table B. Percent change for teachers, other staff, and pupils In the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1979 to 

faUigSQ ^ 





Teacher 


•Other staff 


Pupil 


• 




percent 


percent 


percent 




City 


change 


.change 


change 




Baltimore 


- 3.8 


0.1 


- 4.6 




Boston 


0.3 


2.5 


- 2.8 




Chicago 


— 4.3 


—20.2 


- 3.9 




Cleveland 


- 5.8 


18.6 ' 


-11.0 




Dallas 


1.1 


* — 2,6 


(a) 




Detroit 


0.5 


- 2.1 


- 4.0 


• 


Houston 


— 1.0 


(a) * 


0.1 




Indianapobs .... 


1,0^ 


— 0.2 


— 5.3 




Los Angeles .... 


—12.0 


0.1 


— 4.2 




Memphis 


0.9 


13-.1 


- 2.0 




Milwaukee 


- 2.7 


- 2.7 


* - 4.4 




New Orleans .... 


-10.9 


6.7 


- 4.2 




New York 


- 3.4 


-11.3 


- 2.0 




Philadelphia .... 


- 2.7 


10.5 


- 3.5 




Phoenix 


- 2.5- 


(a) 


- 0.4 




St. Louis 




7.3 


- 8.2 


♦ 


San Antonio .... 


r- 0.8 


3.8 


- 1.3 




San Diego 


-10.7 ^ 


- 8.4 


- 2.3 


\ 


San Francisco . . . 


-10.7 


1.0 


5.9 




Washington, D.C: 


-11.9 


^ - 7.9 


- 5.8 





•Less than 0.05 percent. 



Schools 



In fall 1980, ^ net total of 5,217 schools were used for elementary and secondary education pro- 
grams in the 20 larges^cities in the United States. This number represents 6 percent of the Nation'-s total 
public schools (table 6). The number of schools declined in the 20 cities from 5,280 in fall to 5,217 in 
fall 1980, a net decrease of 63 schools (1.2 percent). 

Twelve cities reported net decreases in number of j)ublic schools from fall 1979 to fall 1980. The 
largest net decr^ses were reported by Cleveland (34), Phoenix (22), St. Louis (20), Chicagb (15), and In* 
dianapolis (11). These 12 cities, in most cases, showed decreases in students as well as teachers for fall 
1980 except Indianapolis and St. Louis, both reporting slight increases in teachers. Five cities (Dallas, 
Los Angeles, New York, San Diego, and l^an Francisco) each reported increases in schools, with the 
largest increase occurring in Los Angeles (16). Three cities -reported no change in their number of public 
schools from fall 1979 to fall 1980 (table 6). . • * 
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Figure 3. Pupil/teacher ratios for tie 20 largest U.S. 
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' Table LHIitorio l »nnmuy of puliUc school systems In the 20 Urgest U.S. dUes: F.U 1976 to FM 1980 

* ' ' ' 

altera FaU' Pall pall PaU> PaU 
^- 1976 1977 1978 ' 1979 1980 

A. PubUc schools * . ^ 
Total elementary and secondary . ' ' 

• • • ^ ■ 6.288 5.301 5.317 ' I5.28O 5.217 

B. Membership" 

"^pliSir"^ ^'^eO'OOO ^826.295 4^32.105' 3.993.199 3.870 641 

2.547.000 2.462.957 2.715,309 2.696 766 2.636.31^ 

^^^'^ »1.918.000 1.863.388 1.416,796 1.296.433 1.234;301 

Elementary membership as percent ' ' 

oftotal ' R7 1 * .ceo » 

• Secondary membership as percent ■ ^^'^ ^^'^ ^ ^'^'^ ^^'^ 

' ""^"^"^ : 42.9, 43.1 S4.8 32.5 31.9 

CjClasaroom twchera 

Total teachers, full-time and j 

^ ^206.000 * 206.888 207.407 ^94.708 186-,164 

D. Pupil/teacher ratio • • 
^ Pupil/teacher ratio (total elementary 

\ secondary schools) 21.7- 20.9 " 'l9.9 20.5 " ^20.8 

*IUvlf«d from prtviouily publiihtd ditji. \ ~ 
H)n|y roimdtd niunbtrt avalkblt. 
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T«bl« 2. Popil mtmbmhip by tovil of instruction and rotated attendance data for pnbUc adiool 
iyatema in tho 20 largMt dtloa: FfU 1979 and 1960 



HICHHER8HXP 



F^LL 1979 



LAROC CITIES 



TOTAL 

2" 



PK-8 



fMl 1V80 



9-12, 



T01AI. 



grades' 

PK-8 



GRADES 
V-12 



PERCENT Il980--ei SCHOOL YEAR 

CHANGE ... : ^ 

IN TOTAL 

Ht-HiERSHIP E8TIHATED ESHHATED 
ADH ADA 
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TOTAL 50 STATfS AND D.C. 41f645f469 27»933 f4;!7 I3f 714^042 *4Of986»509 '?7r6V3t^2 43»312fS17 

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 3f9V3»iyV 2r696»766 l»296f4;*3 3f870»641 2»636f340 If234f301 

PERCENT OF U.S. TOTAL '9.6 9.7 9.S • 9.4 ^ " ' 9.5 9.3 

BALTIHOREf HD • 136fl87 92f552 ^ 43f63^ ^ J?V»9tl4 89f237 40f74y 

BOGTONf HASS. *. 68f9Sl 47f690 21f261 671007 " 46f.lJ/* 20f890 

CHICAGO! ILI . 4V7f3^t9 33Vf766 ...13Vf573 4i58»4y7 32Sf686 132f811 

CUEVELANDf OHIO t ^ 92»409 64f00B 28f401 . 82fl44 S>7fOt57 2Sf087 

DALLASf TEXAS 130»3t5y 90f796 39fS61 130»346 * ^92fl82 38fl64 

UETROITf ttlCH 2il'>377 157f6l4 ' !i3f763-^ 202»8S>9 lS0f686 S2fl73 

HOUSTOMf TEXAS 193f907, i:j9,951 53f956 194»0J3 141f659 S;ff3/4 

INDlANAPOLlSf INU 69f729 47f554 22fr/5 66»031 ' 4»f9f6 "^20fll5 

LOS ANGELES* CA.« 549*897 i7lr728 178fl69 526»768 366f000 160f768 

HEHPHISr TENN. 113f729 79 f 192 34,537 111»444 ^ 78,269 33*175 

* HIL4IAUKEE, UI8C. 91,940 62»/98 29,142 87»873 60,583 27,290 

NEW ORLEANS* LA. *. 86,783 60,069 26,714 83»105 . 57,507 2S»598 

^NNEW YORKt N»Y 962*973 . 608,3?? 351,634 943*701 594,353 349,348 

PHILADELPHIA', PA 231*959 l4C,04!i 8V,914 ^23*889 144,448 79,441 

PHOENIX* ARIZONA 169,875 115*400 54,4?5 *169*159 •ll4,782 •54*377 

ST. LOUIS, HO 68*964 46*868 22,096 63*293 43,415 19,878 

8AH ANTONIOr TEXAS ..... 61,816 43*699 18,117 60*994 43,556 17*438 

SAN OIEOO, CA.» 113*704 77*952 35,752 111*087 76,590 34*497 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 55*147' 35*56» 19,582 58*378 37,319 21*059 

HASHINOTON* D.C 106*156 \ 75,180 *30,976 100*04f ^ * 70,978 29*071 

* " \ .... 

*HCMM ImtHMIkm u m$ikt§ akm IB ptnm ti ^ . 

*NC»>>iin H il l ii iiiili u aWmMyti— »*H»tol 

*wcai iif iuhm iiwfii >mtpmm<<Kui ^ ' 

'iMlMHiilyWCBg 

M« Iv tW mMM tcM «tirki «f wydi tte Uid^ 



>-1.6 
-3.1 



-4.6 

-;!.8 
-3.9 
-11.1 
«) 

-4.0 
0.1 
-5.3 
-4.2 
-2.0 

-4.4 
-4.2 
-2.0 
-3'.5 
-0.4 

-8.:^ 
-1.3' 
-2.3 
5.9 
-5.8 



'40 * 529 *474 37, 704 * 036 
^3*939*316 *3*468*237 



9.7 


9.2 


125*967 
67,007 

423*193 
82*053 

130*169 


108*004 
• 55*137 
376*219 
70*660 
116*731 


^231*954 
188,743 

. 60*867 
651*365 

111*746^ 


204*185 
174*819 
52,222 
573*385 
103*683 


82*087 
•0*000 

910*400 
» 215*000 
~ 169* 717 


* 71*690 
72*000 
774*000 
18|5*000 . 

*169*746 


^60*10a . 
, 60*986 
V3»73a 
. ^65*275 
98*a71 


52*912 
55r486 
108*924 
57*460 
85*964 
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^ T^ble 8, Pupil membership by grade for pubUc schocf uyiitmn in the 20 large^uisTd^ FtU 1980 



LARGE CITIES 
1 



TeiAi. 



TOTAl 
PRfKINDtK- 
OAr<TEN 
THU0UC4M 8 *ANM 

KUKML-NTARY 
UNCLASSiriEn 



PRFKINMUKGARljk^.N IHKM»UC4M)oKAnE 8 AND ELEMKNTARY UNCLASSIFIED 



PKE- 

KINWCR- KINm-iR-. 
UARTEN UAKTEN 



ORAlJt t cAaijE i GRADE 3 GRADE 4 GRADE 5 GRADE 6 
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Total so states and d.-c. 
total 20 large cities 

PERCENT or U.S* fOTAl. 



BALTIMOREr Mll% , 
BOSTON p MASS* 
CHICAGO r ILL* 
CLE:VELANDr OHIO 
DALLAS r TEXAS 



'OETROITr HICH 

HOUSTON* TEXAS 

iNDIANAPOLISr iND. ... 

LOS ANGELES CA,< 

MEMPHIS r TENN 

HiLUAUKEEr UISC 

NEU ORLEANSr LA 

NEU YORKr N.Y 

PHILADELPHIAr PA 

PHOENIX* ARIZONA 

ST. LOUIS r HO 

SAN ANTONIO r TEXAS ... 

SAN DIEGO r CA.< 

SAN FRANCISCOr CA . ... 
WASHINGTON r D.C 



»40r986r50V 
'3r870r64l 
9.4 

12Vr9B4 
67 p 007 

4!>8r4y7 
81'r 144 

130r346 

20^2 r 859 
194rQ33 

tf26ry68 
lllr444 

8Vf 8Vi 
83rl05 
943 r 701 
223r8t>V ' 
*169rl59 

'63r?V3 
60^994 

lUr087 
58 r 378 

100^049 



2yr6"/Jp992 


96r 133 


2r636r340 


24r4Vi 


9.5i 


2S.5 


89p'237 
— ' 46rll/ 
32«r686 
;57p057 

18:i! 


/I 

ll^f^O^ 
lr46'/ 
313 


150r686 
141r6b9 

4t5p916 
366r000 

78p26V 


0 

0 
0 
NA 


60r583 
594ri5)3 
\Uf7B2' 


2pV07 
0 

2f^A2 
0 
6 


43r4iti 
4Jrb^6 
7Ar590 
37r319 
70 r 978 


NA 
2r809 


* 



9.8 

7f«71 
^7re93 
^Ji8:.> 
5r332 
9p2yV 

14rH20 
lir823 
4r J63 
40p477 

79^62 

5p954 
48 r 774 
13r9B3 
^lOr^iO 

4r675 
7ryV3 
3r99d 

5*87<!»' 



r»V^r4y3 


2r799r5y3 


2*908 r007-^ 


*115*126 


2t>5rV10 


ii4/r40y 


/ 249*292 


257*069 


8.6 


8.8 


V 8.6 * 


8.3 


8r8y3 
4r/Sy 

(3) 

5r433 
] Or 674 


8r29y 
4rl*6y 

(3) 

6rl95 

1 0i^&04 


V 8*979 

V 4*517 

(3) , 
.6*356 

1 V * ^ 1 O 


9*485 
4*558 

(9) 

6*265 
10*8B1 


16r'J66 
18r42y 
5r265 
41r6y0 

yp42:;; 


* 19r277 
16r900 
SrOll 
40rl46 

^ 8r264 


18*047 
17*236 

4*925 
39*322 

8*265 


17*992 
16*728 

5*067^ 
40)680 

9*017 


Sr630 
, V>425 
64r294 
14r920 
UlrBiiO 


6r069 
6r81S 
60r93U, 
13r/0y 
, /l2f 190 


7*390 

6*526 
61*025 
14*047 
•l3*165 . 


6*B05 
6*318. 
64*693 
15r341 
*13*-244 


6rll6 
'5rU2 
8r33^ 
4r040 
7fLU0 


4r8:i!3 
5rl46 
7r9Ji5j 
,3rB61 
7r040 


4*385 
5*241' 
8*186 
3*992 
7*272 
% 


4*720 
5*111 
8*322 
4*179 
7*723 



*129*864 3*037*604 
'256*238 246*226 



8.2 

9*347 
4*576 

(3) 

5*929 
10*379 

16*859 
14*968 
4*684 
41*253 



6*582 
5*908 
68*287 
15**^98 
^2*779 

4*521 
4*71*9 
* 8*958 
4*2:^8 
7*629 



8.1 

8*478 
5*077 

(3) 

5*468 
9*991 

16*336 
14*672 

4*511 
41 *061 

8*132 

6*076 ' 
5*575 
64 * 929 
15*174 
*12*413 

4*348 • 

4*607 

8f476 

4*078 

6*804 
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Table 3. Pupil membership by grade for public school systems in the 20 largest U.^. dtiest Fall 1980 (continued) 



ORADC 7 
12 



TOTAL 
9-12 ' 
INCLUiUNCi 
t:i>.MI-NTAKY SFCONIiARY 
GRADE 8 UNCLASSIFIED tlNCLASHIFUD GRADt 9 



13 



15 



16 



GRArjf: 10 



URMiE II 



SECONDARY 

GRADt 12 UNCLAttblFIED, __AABQE. CITIES 



19 



20 



. 21 



3»087rl87 3 


r091»497 


921 r 398 


13r312r517 


3r:<79r9:il 


^3r37^^^17 


3f 194r641 


2 r 924 r 89V 


437 r 839 


256 r 091 


:f48r2S2 


'~T41»131 


Ir234r30] 


342r6bO 


339r2V4 


273 f 023 


^ 212r766 


66 r 638 


3 


8 • 0^ 


37*0 


9,3 


10. 1 


10. 1 


8.5- 


V.3 


15.2 


^ 10 r 572 
5r457 

(S) 

6r320 

XV f X / ^ 


10»186 
5»013 

(3) 

5r957 

V> DDV 


4»161 

0 

283 » 299 
2r375 
NA 


40rV4/ 
20 r 890 
I32f 811 
2S>r087 
38 r 164 


^ UrlOO 
6r49V 
38r210 
* 6rl05 
1 Ir 524 


12f2Vl 
5r784 

3trr415 
7f927 

lOf 065 


t < 
- 8f9V6 
4*839 
28 f 724 
4f666 
8*680 


Vf398 
3rV68 
20rlO9 
4f268 
, /f8V5 


982 
0 

10r353 
2rl21 
i SA 


16 f 002 
. 14 r 628 
. 4f688 
39 f 880 
8f 496 


15»087 
13»710 

4»707 
38»949 

8»246 


< 0 
NA 
2r495 
^ 2r542 
2r53l 


52r 173 
52 r 374 
20rllb 
, 160r76B 
33r 175 


20r576 
14f599 

4r489 
39 r 988 

8r637 


14r001 
]4f612 
4f527 
44 f 775 

' \8r892 


10*383 
12r#12 

4*866 
41 r 282 

8r 127 


7f213 
40r6£>l 

3f544 
30»955f 

^VpSIV 


0 
NA 
2r689 
3r771 

0 


6r527 
6f456 
68 f 466 
i6f555 
*12f80'l 


.6rV01 
6r530 
65r410 
I7r208. 
•I2rb95 


* 197 
0 

24 > 995 
7r61b 
»3r 10& 


27 five 

25 r 598 
349r;54B 
'7yf441 
•54f377 


7f874 
7fbi>4 
98 f 073 
21r036 
M3r844 


7r358 

• 98r619 
2:er821 

* 13 r 623 


< 6f620 
^ 5*949 
70*ii6V 
16r'193 
'13 *030 


5r438 
£»f 045 
49f594 
. I3f093 
*12r 742 


0 
0 

32r493 
6r298 
*1 r 138 


• 4f639 
4»488 
7f890 
3r945 
SrlOS 


4r545 
4^318 
Vr875 
4rl52 
7fb04 


If 396 
NA 

2r67l 
846 

2r903 


19f878 
17r438 
3^f497 
. 2J r0^9 
29f071 


5r848 
5ftS2"/ 
8r31/ 
5r944 
6f906 


5f 1B6 
4r54"/ 
8r760 
5fl28 
7f843 


4*235 
3*924 
8*53/ 
4*331 
6*380 


3r510 
3M40 
7f266 
3f90» 
" 5f4l6 


lr099 
NA 
If 61*7 
lr551 
2r526 
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*PMtkiM •( UUl MtlMUd br NOES. 
NA: DttU Mi AVilUUt. 


















• 











PERCENT |F U.S. TOTAL 
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..j.lNDIANAPOLISf IND. 
.LOS ANOEl.ESr CA. 
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PHILADELPHIA r PA. 

PHOEfflXf ARIZONA 
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SAN DIEOOf CA. 

. ...SAN FRANCISCOf CA. 
UA8HlN0T0Nt D«C. 
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LARGE CITIES 



i 



TOTAL 
STAFF 



OFFICIAL 
AIiMINISTKATIVU" 



NUHUFR > 



FtRCKNT 



TOTAL SO STATES AND D.C. 

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 

PERCENl OF ll»S. 10TAL 

mTlHOREf HJ). ...r 

MSTONf HA8S. 

CHICMOf ILL 

CLFWELANDf 0>IIO 

DALLAS » TEXAS 

DETROiTt HIGH 

MpUSTOHf TEXAS , ; 

INfil^AWLISr IND. ^ 

LOS ^ELE8» CA 
HCHFHISf TENN 



a&sionmknt 

fSofessxonal 
educational*, 

NuSSeR PtRCENl' 



PROFESS ZONAl. 
OTHFR 



l|(UHHER 



PERCENT 



NONf^ESSIONAL • 
PERCENT 



HlLUAUKEEf UI8C ; 

HEM ORLEANS* LA. 

*NEU YORK f N»Y» ••••••••«• 

PMIL^DCLPHIA* PA. 

fHOCNIXt ARIZONA 

ST. LouiSt NO. ..; ; 

8AH ANTIONIO» TEXAS 

SAN DIEGO 9 CA. . 

SAN FRANCI8C09 CA. 
MAtHIN0T0N9 h.C. , 



49iy2r2t6 


t459l40 


3.9 


?f340f472 


55.8 


107»S1^4 


\ 2.4 


376 r 831 


139595 


3.4 


•t9V#85/ 


53.. 0 


11 f 442 


3.0 


?.o 


8.2 




8.5 




X 10.4 




I49t04 

VfOSS • 
429 4S0 * 

t9832 

159122 


524 
, 459 
714 
384 
484 


^ 3.7, 
5.1 
t.7 
3.9 
4.5 


7»b40 
59430 
2299/V 
4 94^ 
79943 


59.7 
40.0 
94.1 

^^2*5 


141 

189 
I9434 

732 
234 ' 


1.0 
2«1 
3.4 
7.4 

- 1.5. 


21 f 402 
209 729 
79 83S 
479122 
119077 


834 

405 

•t9847 
370 


3.9 
2.9 
2.5 
4.0 
3.3 


t09477 
t09422 * 

39442 
209834 

49 38V 


48.5 
91.3 
44.7 
44.2 
57*4 


524 
32V 
130 
19218 
108 


V 

2.4 
1.4 

1.7 
2.4 

1.0-- 


990S3 
749 131 
299523 
'l59lOV 


290 
391 
3»741 
417 
532 


3.2 
^4.3 
4.9 
2.4 
3.5 


59087 
4 9420 
4^9 090 
I3V54I 
'S9IOV 


54.0 
51.0 
40.5 

53.1 ^ 
• 93.7 / 


792 
JZ02 
29 151^ 
825 
844 


8.7 
2*i 
2*8 

3.2 
5.7 


79 150 
49 120 
119044 
79418 

119072 

« 


2t4 

277 
t57 
4V3 


3.1 
3.5 
, 2.5 
2.t 
4. '5 


4 9094 
3932tt 

5930y 
39342 
59495 


57.3 Jf 
54.4 
48. t 
44.1 
51.4 


44 
9t 
590 
280 

540 


0.4 
t.5 
5.3 
3.7 
S.I 



HMmt* mOmM NCSA 



NUN8CR 

19 5809 523 
^1519939 

59 579 
29977 

179 328 
49233 

*4924l 

99 745 
99 149 
^ 39850 
*23920l 
4»240 

2t9t7* 
39840 
249149 

IO9S2O 
^5940|. 

29784 
^29487 

49870 
*3t820 

4v324 



10. 

37.7 
40.3 



>39.4 
y^*9 
\40.8 
43.1 
41.4 

45.2 
44.2 
49«l 
49.2 
38.3 

32.1 
42*4 

?t.7 
.41.2 
37. t 

39.0 
40.4 ' 
44. t 
50.1 
39.1 
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Table 5. Selected pdpB membtirship and U^cher data for public Ichool systems in tbe 20 largest l3JS 
> cities: Fall 1979 and 198fr 



URGE CITIES 



TOTAL 

hi-hb(:rship 



FALL 
1979 



<IN FULL-T}Hf F.GUIVALEMTS) 



CLASSFcOtm TEACHERS 

fall'^ 

1980 



PUPIL/TE:ACHF.R ratio, J980 



PERCENT 
CHAK6E 



IN 

h}:hbfrship 



IN 
ADA 



IN 
ADH 



' ^ TGT^L 50 STATES AND lUC, 

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES' 

PERCENT GF. U.S. TOTAL 

BALTIMOREp Ml). ..../...« 

^ BOSTON^ MASS *. 

CHICAGO p ILI «. 

CLFUELANDp OHIO 

DALLASf TEXAS ' 

DETROIT p MICH.* 

^IiOUSTONp TEXAS 

^.--4,J^1ANAP0LISp IND - 

X.OS ANGElESf 1:A 

« MEMPHIS p 'TENN. ^ 

/ 

* MILWAUKEE p UISQ. 
^ ' NEW ORLHANSf LA. 

, NEW fORKf N.Y. 

PHILADELPHIAp PA'. 
PHOENIX p .ARIZONA . 

. ST. LGUISr Mb. ... 
SAN ANTGM;0» TEXAS 
> SAN DlEG^p CA. . .4 
SAN> FRANCISCOp CA. 
WASHIHC^TOi^p D.C 



U0p986p5O9 



2pl8?f 09:< 



0.1 



18.8 



17.3 



'18.S 



....... 



\ (rom prtvloualy rtport«d daU. 
/l^CES impuUtioa compriM* about 2 ^momX of toUL 
^*NCES ImpoUUoQ comprlHO aboo( 4 p««Mt of toUL 
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^3f870p64f 


* 194 p 708 


> 

^186* ]b4 


-4.4 


20.8 


18.6 


• ' 21.2 


9.^^4 ' 


' . 8.9 


8«5 








129p984 
67P0O7 

458p497 
82p144 

130p346 


7p542 
Sri 02 
* 22 p 573 
4p39y 
7p399 


7p 258 
5p11S 

4>145 
7p483 


-3.8 

d«3 

-4,3 
-5*8 
1.1 


a / « T 

13.1* 

21.2 

19.8 

17.4 


1 ^ 0 
1^ . y 

10.8 

17.4 

17.0 

15.6 


17. 4 
13.1 
19.6 
19.8 
17.4 


OftO _ Oi>!0 

P dDt 
. 194p032r 
66p031 
526 p 768 
111p444 


yp3i5 
ypy26 

3r;558 
22 p 670 
5»845 


9p361 
9p&26 
3p392 
19p810 
Sp898 


0*5 
rl,0 
1.0 

-12. 6 , 
0.9 


21% 7 
19.7 
19.5 
* 26<6 
18.9 


21.8 
17^8 
15.4 * 
28^9 
417.6 


24.8 
19.2 
17.9 
32.9 
18.9 


87 p 873. 

83f 105 
943p701 
223 p 889 
<169p1S9 


4py04 
4pS00 
44p641 
13*42? 
7pB59 


4f 771 
4pO10 
43plOtS 
1>3p06:^ 
• •7p663 


, -2.7 
-10.9 
-3.4 
-2.7 
-2.5 


18t4 
> 20.7 
21.9 
17.1 
22.1 


15*/) 

i8;o 

18.0 
.:14»2 
22.2 


17.2 
20.0 
21.1 
'I6.5 

22.2 


63 p 293 
60#994 

111p087 
58p378 

100p04y 


3»698 
3»121 
.5p128 * 
3»3^0 
^ . 5>946 ; 


3p733 
3p095 
4p578 
2p999 
5p238 


0.9 
-0.8 
-10.7 
-10.7 
-J1.9 


' 17.0 
19.7 
24.3 
19.5 
19.1 


14.2 
17.9 
23.8 
19.2 
16.4 


16.1 
19.7 
. 27.0 
21.8 
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Table 6. PubKc schools by type and muamam number of days schools are reqoired by law 
to be n» session for the 20 largest U^. cities: Fall 1980 



LARGE CITIES 

1 



TOTAL 50 STATtS AND D*C* 

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 
I 

PEf^CENT OF U.S. TOTAL 



BALTIMORE f HP... 
BOSTONf HASS.... 
CHICAOOf ILL.... 
CLEVELAND f OHIO. 
DALLAS f TEXAS... 



DETROIT* MICH 

HOUSTONf TEXAS.... 
INDlANAPOLlSf IND. 
LOS ANGELES f CAL.. 
MEMPHISf TFNN.^... 



\ 



MILUAUKEEf WIS < 

NEW ORLEANS* LA < 

NEW YORK* N.Y 

PHILADELPHIA* PA 

PHOENIX* ARIZ 



ST. LOUIS* HO 

SAN ANTONIO* TEXAS. 

SAN DIEGO* CAL 

SAN FRANCISCO* CAL. 
WASHINGTON* D.C.... 









TYPfc OF SCHOOL i OCTOBER 


If 1980) 






TOTAL 




ELKMl-.NTARY 




• 


SECONDARY 




ELEMKN7ARY* 
SECONDARY 
AND 
OTHtER 

2 


• 

TOTAL ONL- 
3 


TEACHKR 


« 

T.LEMf-NTARY 
5 


MIDDLE 


TOTAL 


SECONDARY 


VOCATIONAL/ 
TECHNICAL 


8/S*253 


' 61*240 


921 


53* 46V. 


6*850 


;20*563 


19*582 


981 


'5*217 


3*954 


1 


'3*505 


^448 


916 ' 


827 


«89 


6.0 ' 


6.b 


0.1 


6.6 


6*5 


4.5 


4«2 


9.1 


199 
154 
605 
143 

197 


125 
130 
510 
9B 
159 


0 

Q 

0 
0 


1 22 
104 
493' 

9tt 
135 


3 
26 
17 

0 

^ 24 


48 

" 20 
70 

i 42 
36 


46 

18 

4i 

36 


2 
2 
0 
0 
0 


313 
236 
106 
. 642 
175 


^ 252 
203 

-104 


0 
0 
0 

1 

0 


189 
167 
42 
460 
J 04 


63 
36 
1 
88 
* 0 


42 

33 
15 
62 
67 


2^ 
33 
15 ^ 
' 54 
61 . 


0 

^19 

0 

. 0 
8 
6 


144 

140 

992 
272 
^212 


124 
101 
690 
154 
166 


0 
0 
0 

0. 
0 


^ ]06 
80 

137 
9144 


18 
21 
58 


16 
26 
241 
56 
39 


15 

25 , 
212 
52 
29 


1 
1 
29 
4 

no 


130 
91 
164 
115 
1»7 


110 
81 
144 

88 
123 


0 ' 
0 
0 
0 

o 


no 

64 

125 
V2 
121 


0 
1 / 
19 
16 

2 


£M 

8 
17 
12 
46 


19 
8 
17 
12 
' 40 


.1 

0 

if 

0 
0 
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Tabfe 8. INdilfe Mhoob I«y fjpe and miaimiim noi^^ 

f or tlie 20 largcrt UJSL dtiM: FaU 1960 (contiBiMd) 

TYPE OF SCHOOL (OCTOtER It 1980>-<C0MTINUeO> 



. • m 





OTHER 




TOTAL 
bL^nENTAKY ' 
AND SECONDARY 
SLHUOLS 
SCHOOL-YEAR 
1979-80 


DECREASE 






TOTAL 


-ELEMENTARY 
SECONDARY 


SfCCIAL 
EbUCATION 
SCHOOL FOR 
HANPICAPPEH 


' ALTERNATIVE 


OR 

. INCREASE 
OVfJR 
PREVIOUS 
YEAR 


HINIHIIH 
DAYS 
IN 
SESSION 


LARGE CITIES ^ 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 




4f450 


2fl56 


• 

1*678 


6] 6 


86f92S 


-'672 


• 


TOTAL 50 STATES ANa p«C« 


347 


120 


195 

» 


32 


5f2&0 


-63 


• 


TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 


/.8 




11.6^ 


5.2 

• 


6.1 


9.4 


• 


PERCENT OF U.S^ TOTAL 


26 
4 

25 
3 
2 


11 
0 
0 
0 
0 


'1 

25 
3 
2 


0 
1 
0 
0 
0 


202 
156 
620 

193 


-3 

-2 . ^ 
-15 
-34 
4 


180 

18^ 
176 
180 
175 




19 
0 
48 

31 
4' 


, 0 
0 
41 

"3 
0 


19 
0 

7 * 
19 
4 


0 
0 

0 

9 
0 


319 
238 
117 
626 
177 . 


-6 

-11 
16 
-2 


180 
175 
175 
175 
175 




4 

13 
61 
62 

. 7 


0 
0 
0 
62 
0 


3 
12 
61 

.9 


1 
X 
0 

m 

0 


' * 146 
140 
987 
272 

ai3 


-2 

0 

5' 

0 
-1 


I8p 
180 
18b 
180 
175 




0 
2 
3 
15 
18 


0 
0 
1 
0 
2 


0' 
2 
1 
2 
10 


0 
0 

1 

13 
6 


150 
91 
161 
107 

188 « ; 


-20 
0 
3 
8 
-1 


174 
175 
175 
175 
180 
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Nature aiwLCoiiduct Qf the Survey 

The National Cetnter for Education Statistics (NCES), in cooperation wifii State education agen* 
dee, conducted the 27th annual fall surv^ of public elementary and secondaryjBchool systems in the 20 
largest U.S. dties based^n population size. A list of the applicable dties are dted in the ''Introduction" 
of this report (The data contained in this report were formerly a part of the publication Statistics of 
Pubttc EhTMntary and Secondary School Systems.) \. 

The survey collects data on the number of pupils, staff, and schools in the public school ^sterns - 
of the 20 largest' dties. Data are collected for all public^school staff in the dties and assignments and 
functions are classified in accordance with Handbook IV, revised. Classifications and Standard Ter- 
minology for Lbcalmd State School Systems, 1974. Report jurisdiction^are asked to ei^lain any 
. de^Hbtions from theS^Oitions dted in the above handbook. ^ 

Data were estimated by NOES for missing infonziation, where necessary. For example, some dties 
did not report average daily- membership (ADM), but did report average daily attendance (ADA). 
Therefore, the ADM was estimated by finding the ratio of the total reported ADM and ADA, then 
multiplying the ratio by the reported ADA for each dty that did not report ADM. 

Formula: Total ADM ' ^.^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

X City ADA = ADM . 

Total ADA 

Phoenix reported only partial data on membership anil schoob, therefore, the non-reported portions 
were estimated to coindde with previously reported data. The following formula was used to estimate 
theee items: - ^ 

Partial data 

1979inember8hip/^^ = 100 (1979 membership/school) + Partial data = Estimated data 

Phoerii^calso did not report staff data for fall 1980. Previous year's data were used in all categories, ex- 
cept dasdoom teachers, which were estimated by NCES, using the following procedure: 

[PI X 1979 = 1980 

The data in this report were furnished by the State education agendes on two report forms design- 
ed hy NCES. Conunon Core of Data (CCD), part IV collects public school pupil membership and staff, 
and part Y collects number of public schools by type in the 20 largest dties. 

Each dty report was reviewed for internal consistency and for comparability with information 
previously submitted. Letters, telegrams, and telephone calls were used, when necessary, to obtain data 
from respondents and to resolve questions and discrepandes. 

As in any mail questionnaire survey, interpretation of instructions and definitions may vary among 
respondents. Because public elementary and secondary education is a State'and local responsibility, any 
statistical totid for the 20 largest dties as a whole reflects a compcNKit^ of the different reporting prac- 
tices in the States. The use of standard forms and definitions in collecting data tends to nunimize these 
variations. Whenever a dty deviated from prescribed definitions and instructions, they are indicated in 
the footnotes to the v^ous tables. ) 

Some of the dati^ ^hown in the basic tables may not agree exacdy with similar data reported in 
other NCES publications. Slight variations in published data 'may be due to different reporting dates for > 
various surveys. 
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